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I. Partl"

...
North HarveY.. Qk1ahoma':Ci!yj Oklahoma,73102.

rtntmned.ia")•. and stateS at.follows: .. .

II. 4 Uq. tfoa' qfFact.
. " • I ,.~: .'. ". • •.•••• • ',. :."

APp1icaDt presczits'to thii Commission for ippi'iMi:an~~~"_~iiC~':"; ...>:
• : • • •• :' 1 •• - to •

negotiated and executed puaullit to tho:,erma of the ~ederal.~·~~~~~.~~~~:.· . ."
••• 0 ••• ' : ~.:.~ '. ,.i~ .': ,~, '

II) and OAe 165:55-17.1• • t s,q. After weeks of'inteDSiw iood!'fiith;;~otiitiOas
.~ '.' .

. .-... :. -. • - 'i- . .
addrcssingliUDdreds orcomp~ex;ssuel involved in iuch an ip~en~ ~.p~.exetuted

, .

AlPi.tCAnQ~ 01'SO~~B~~R~CO·.naAN~.rOj~j~~Y~
OFIrrm.C6mmCTION"AG~NT WJTR IlfI'tMttPrA C01!!Mmw':ATrpNt nrc....

COMES NOW South';;~st~ ~:cll ~~lcphOnc C~~~~ft~o~~~~s'eu~tcid:
herchy files this A~cation,iorA~pJ~'o£In~Oi1ne~011~~~~in~~: (~;~'em~t),

. ~ ':-i.!'.~ :~ .. t~. ,'. ..:.... .~. • • ," •••• ~'.. .\ "

pursuam to" § 232(e) Qfthc:Te1ecommunicatio~Act:orl~6 (the FedCr:alACt):andOAC·
• • '.. .' • I ~ •• I '. .';'" ~". • • •

. :"".. .' .
165:5$.11-1,: ,t..r.q~~betwcel1 S'olrttiwestcm Bc11 and: Intmned!a' CommmiiCatiOJis, IDe.,
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the Interconnection Agreement tetween Southwestern Bell and Intcnncdia on December 18,

1996. filed herewith, tcgethcrwith various schedules, exh1'biu and appendices incorporated

therein. AU issues have been successfully ncaotiated and agreed upon. Therefore, DO

arbitratioll at IJrf issue i. ~ulre4.

AppU~lJltseeJca the Commission's approval oftha Aareemem. consistent with the

provisioDI ofthe Federal Af;t and OAe 165:'5-17-1, It $.q. Southwestern Bell believes that

the implementation of this Agreement complies fully with § 252(e) or the Federal Act

beeause the Agreeml:JU is COI1Sistcnt with the public intemt, COl1venicnco and necess.ity and

doe, not dilCl"iminat.e against any tele4:ommunlcatiolll camero The Asreement promote.

dIversity inproviden. providct Car lDtercom1cctivity between the parties' respective networks

andwiJl1ea4 to increased customer choices for te1ecomrmllUcatiolll service. cnce RecOnex'l
.' -

proposed~ are appnm:d.

ApplicInt Ie$pectfb11y requests 1hat the CommissiOll pant expeditious IpprOVal of this

Agreement. without chll18C, IUSpcUOIl or other delay in its implementation. ThiI is a

bilateral asr=n=t. reached U I raalt ofzseaotiatiou wicompromise'between competitors,

aut Southwelteal Bell belicYu that proc:cduns for review of the Aareemmt should be

deliped to permit expeditious implementation thereat wi that ID.terwntiOIll should be

.trietly limittd consistent with the scope of review specified by the Federal Act and the

CommlsIlQll'. IppUcab~. rules.

_. __ ...,...- .. -': ---.
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Bell, Utab1iShea that the A;recment submitted herein satisflea these stmdanh (Affidavit,

been subst!Iltivtly adopted by til ~QmminiQIl iA OAC 165:S5-11-'(e). Sec:tion 252~c)

1

---- _._ _-

2'49690430~ Sidley &Austin DC:# 4

-]-

the implement'tion ofsuch qreeme:nt or portion
iJ DOt CODSistmt with the public iAtcmt.
coCMcience anc! necessity;

m. LtD' AuthQrlt¥

the agreement (or portion thereof) ctiscrimiD&tel
. IpiDst I te1ecommunicatioDi curier nat I party

to the Ill'eemem: or .

(Ii)

(l)

: 4-30-97 : 7:53AM:

APPROVAI. REQtJIRED. - A1rI interconnection Ill'cement
adoptee! by negotiation or arbitration shall be submitted for
IpptOYIl to the State ~ommi'Slon. AState commission to which
an agreement is submitted to shall approve or reject the
agreement, with written findings u to any deficienciea.

GROUNDS FOR REJECTION. - The State commiuion may
only nlject-

(A) an qreemcnt (or IIr'J parUon thereof) adopted by
nqotianon under subsection <I> ifit 5ndJ that -

(2)

(1)

A:PPPJJVAL BY STATE COMMISSION

'l\.e at1idaYit ofL Bruct SparUfta. DiI=or.(:cmpetitive Assurance for Southwestern

(e)

The applicable standard ofrtYicw is set ronh in §~,~(;) oCtho FedcnJ Act and ha$

'l'bI Comm'ssiaD. is wste4 with requisite amhorlty pursuant to Article IX. I 11 oftha

0kIab0ma CoDstitution. 170.5.1131,"sq., OAe 165=",.t"q.,1Ad 47 U.S.c. 12'2(0).

provides II rollows:

SENT BY:CSCAW
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SENT BY:CSCAW : 4-30-97 : 7:53AM: 2149690430~ Sidley &Austin DC:: 5
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WHEREFORE. Applicant respecttWly rtqucsts that the Commission approve the

~cm~between Southwestern Bell wi InteImedia, wi such additional

rellelIS the Commisu011 deems proper and reASonahle.

RapccUWIy submitted,

ROGD-K. TO INS.OBAfUS410
TRACY A. PAlUCS, OBANI4292
800 North Harvey, Room 310
Oklahoma CIty, OK 73102
Telephone: (405)291-6751/291-6483

ATrOaNEYS FOIl SOUTHWESTERN BELL
TELEPHONE COMPANY

;'

CERTIFICATE OF MAUlING

OD. ddI.J~~day ollanuuy, 1997. I we: and correct copy ot the forcaomg was
mailed, pOltlp prepaid. to:

Muibetll Snapp. Deputy General Counsel
Oklahoma Cozpontian Commi'licm
TIDl1"harpe BuildiDa
Okl.homa City, OlC. 73105

PJok Oambedlfa
Of!lce ott!l.t Attnmey G=era1
112 StI.ta CIpitol Bl2i1cUq
Ok1'homa CIty, OX 731~

.....

-_. ---.....__ .-------.-------:-----



AmnAm OlI. DRUCE SPARLING

BEFOG nIB CORPORATION COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF OKUHOMA

STAlE OF OKLAHOMA )
) 15:

COUNTY OF OKLAHOMA )

Bercre me. the undersigned Notary Pubnc. OD. the ,1S"" day ot1anu.azy, 1997,

pe:sou11y appemd L. Bruce Sparling. Direetor-Competiuve Assurmce !or Southwestcm

Bell Telephone Company (""S~thwestem Bc:I1") who, upon beina duly ,swam OJ! oath.

deposed and .aid the foUowiq:

1. My name 11 L. Bruee SparJina. I am CMll' the III of 21, ot lOund mind IIld
COJDIICteDt to testily to the maUm It*cl ben:iD. I 1m tba Director.
Competitiw A.uarmce tor Southweatem BeD. wi I haw bowledgo

. concemlD& the~cm ApeemIDt betweaL Southwestem BIIlIllCl
tDt=m.edla Comm1micatloas, JD.c. ("Ia.termedla") OIl bchaltof Southwestcm
BelL I !IaYe'penoaal bawJedso aldie poviIioIu oltbe ApeawIt. The
parties cU1f&mtly Delotiatecl UDder the Tel'OonuMJ,;Cldoas N,t of 1996,
cuJmtnatiuI ill III exccaied apeemem OIl peeember 18, 19M.

2. The IDtercoaaection Apemm. tolether widl ita Ichedulea" exhl'biU &ad
~ iDeozparIted tbereiD. In III Intepted p&l:kqe auf are the result
oraood taitham.'..J.eDath negotiationllld compromise between c::ompetitors.

3. 1'b81mp1emmtadoA ofthiJJmerc~Aancmeut 11 cODSilteDt with the
pubUo iAtIrat, conYeAialce IIld DeOe.ahy. 0De0 I:Atamedia w' effectiw
tarifI!I ud III approved certif1car. of CoAw:aleDC4 11I4 Nece~. the
~ Aareem=t will allow die exchmae' of trafI!o betwecA
Southwestem Bell and IntenbOcUa. t\Irtlwiq the tnnsltion of
~eati.onscompedtlon ia.1M State ofOIdahoI!Ulo'. poUoy which hu

2'49890430~ Sidley 6 Austin DC:# 8

)
)
)
)
)
) CAUSENO.PUD970, _

: 4-30-97 : 7:54AM:

APPUCAnON OF SOlJTHWESTERN BELL
TELEPHONE COMPANY FOR.JJPROV}l OF
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT wrrH
lNTBRMEDIA COMMUNICAnONS. INC.
PtJRStlANr TO 1252(0) 01' mE
TELECOMMUNICAnONS ACf OF 1996.

SENT BY:CSCAW
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SENT BY:CSCAW ; 4-30-97 ; 7:54AM:
2'49690430~ Sidley &Austin DC:# 7

•••••
~

b"A advocated by this'Commission and the United States Congress. Thc
Agrccmcnc allows diversity. in provid~ provides tor intercoMcetivity and
in;r;ucl mm" ~oices for telecommunications services.

4. This Interconnection Agreement is ~mpcUdve in that it allows for
Iniermedia to compete with Sou1hwestem Bell U I provider ot local exchange
service. The InterconnectiOIl Agreement allOws Intem1e:d1&'. customers to be
able 10 make and receM: local tdephanc calls to the same extent u they could
in receiving local telephone service from Southwestem BeU. including the
ability to have their names listed in the Southwestern BeU white pagel, access
to 911 with 110 disparity in dialing, and an ability to place and recciw
alternatively billed calls.

5. Implementation ofthe Intc:rco=cction Apem=t will provide end users with
additional choice for local tc1cpboDe se:\'ieo subject to the same service quality

.st:mdards and service ~pabi1itics u those required by the Commission's rules
aDd which end usen have traditionally come to expect from their local service
provider.

6. 'I'hiI Interconac=n Aateem=t does not d1sc:rizDinate apinst my
te1ecommunicuiODl camen. Tb.c Agreemeat is awi1able to my IimilIrly
limited telecommunlcatioas service pro\'ider in nel0tiatma a similar
&grcement.

7. The Int1:rcosmection Agreemeat proW!el I:ntemLedla access wi
inter;onneeticn to Southwestern Bell DetwOtk racw.ties for the provision oC
te1ecommunicatiOM services to both residential and business customer$.

Subscribed 1M awOnl to before me th1I ;J.(':!day oflumary, 1991.

NOTAAY PUBUC
My Commisslcm Expirea:

t(/~.(/n

---_.- _.- .. - -



De&itioas of the amaa wed in thil A&reement lie Ust.cd inAp~DEPINE. art3Ched
bercto aDd lnco!powed by reference. .

2'49690430~ Si~ley &Austin Dei' B

. ... - ----- -_ ...._----_...__ .. '--'--

III CICIl SWBT acbanp m:a iA wbJdllO chooscI &0 ok
1acIl&RbInp IIl'YIce, ta, at & mIDlmum. wt1l1nlacolulect
Ita aetwork facf1lda &0 (I) eacb swrrr &COllI IIAdeftlCI).
and (1» 111 elCbcr ... swrrr klCIIl taDdem(s) or acb. SWBT
end aaIoe(l)~ tbU·kal tandaD(l). SWBT Bad
omcei (-EOlt) IDd tudeml tbzau&Il wbIdl ICI will tetm1Date
lts tzIt.6c wU1 t. caUed neap"" eaaucdal 0ffIca
(·POII., IAdIftl IdeIdftod in Appcadb: POI.CfrW bcteto
aad IIIclarporIIed bfnIa by zetereac:e. As 10 btl",... .
"Vb.. I&ltYk:e op:zadau Ia Iddldoall SWBl' exdwa..
.... SW8I' aDd tCllblll ape upoalddilloall POll Ja
eacb aeft cac:bup ana. lCI qmea that IfSWBT eatlbUlbea
'<kl1doaI1 tlndcmlia 1ft achaqo Ira witbla wbic:h ICI
offen Joeal excbanle ..mce. leI will mtereoaneet CO the
Idditlonal tlDdelMo

L

; 4-30-97 ; 7:54A~ ;

1.

A.

NE1WQBK INTSRCONN'2C'IIQN ARCRlTECT't1R.g

THBRBl'ORB, the PartIes hereb)" Iple U follows:

DBfINJTIOtm

._-----.

•

II.

L

W'HERBAS, tho Pan1ca wish ID atabUsb tmDI tar IAtIRloaDlCt1cm for PU:PO'" at
a:c!wIIiDI1ocI1. iDaaLATA intetadIup and In_UTA~ trat& pursuW CO
the Te1ecomlDW'k:atioaI Act of 1996 (me •Ac:l.). IDd tho Public 'Od11ty bplarory N;;t of
1995 (pU'RA '95);

WH:B1lEAS, lCI deairu to provide 1oc:a1 exc:Jwtce servico co resldeDtial a.od
bus1neu ecd UICI pnldomhwttl)" t¥Vt:r its own tdephone uchanp acrvicc tadlltia iz1 SWBT
~~; .

AGRmfENl"

Tbis Agreement is bc&ween Inn. Communications, 1M. ('10') Iftd
Southwestern Bell T~hone Compall)' (ISWBT') (co!Iedively, 'the Partiesl) entmd into
thiJ JjjL day of~ 1996.

SENT BY:CSCAW
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TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

BEFORE THE CORPORATION COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

Attachment 2

CAUSE NO. POD
970000064

APPLICATION OF ERNEST G.
JOHNSON, DIRECTOR OF THE
PUBLIC UTILITY DIVISION,
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION
COMMISSION TO EXPLORE THE
REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION 271
OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
ACT OF 1996.
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April 14. 1997

OFFICIAL REPORTER:

Bertha McMurry

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT
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A P PEA RAN C E S

thereon;

Ii

\i
\\

II

*****

This Cause POD 970000064 came on for hearing on the 16th

Oklahoma for the purpose of taking testimony and reporting

proceedings were had:

The Cause was called for hearing, and the following

MICKEY MOON and DARA DERRYBERRY, Attorneys, appeared for
the Attorney General;

day of April, 1997 before Robert E. Goldfield; Administrative

ROGER TOPPINS and AUSTIN C. SChLICK, Attorneys, appeared
for Southwestern Bell Telephone Company.

JACK P. FITE, KATHLEEN M. LaVALLE, MICHELLE S. BOURIANOFF,
Attorneys, appeared for AT&T.

RONALD E. STAKEM and STEPHEN F. MORRIS, Attorneys, appeared
for Mcr Telecommunications Corporation;

Law Judge for the Corporation Commission of the State of

JOHN GRAY, Assistant General Counsel for the Oklahoma
Corporation Commission, Public Utility Division, appeared for
the Commission Staff;

JENNIFER JOHNS, Attorney, appeared for Cox Communications
of Oklahoma.

NANCY THOMPSON and MARTHA JENKINS, Attorneys, appeared for
Sprint Communications Company, L.P.

J. FRED GIST, Attorney, appeared for Brooks Fiber
Communications Oklahoma, Inc. and Brooks Fiber Communications of
Tulsa, Inc.

•I

I
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Iw/WUl -o~

sworn statements by Mr. Ed Cadieux on behalf of Brooks Fiber in

the cause. They are numbered on the Exhibit List as No. 33 and

44, and by virtue of your previous comments, I assume those are

already in the record.

Mr. Cadieux prepared a summary of his testimony. I have

that available if you would like that. We do have that

available if you so desire.

The only other comment that I did want to make-- And we

would point out also that Mr. Kadieux is present and available.

We would submit him for cross-examination by any party who would

so choose.

EDWARD CADIEUX

called as a witness, and after having been duly sworn, testified

on his oath as follows, to wit:

CROSS EXAMINATION

THE COURT: Is there any cross examination?

MR. MOON: I would like to examine, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Cadieux; you make take the stand.

Is there any objection to accepting Mr. Kadieux's testimony into

the record subject to cross-examination. (Negative responses.)

(Witness sworn.)

BY MR. MOON:

Q This is labeled "Brief in Support of Application by SBC

Communications, Inc., Southwestern Bell Telephone Company and

Southwester~ Bell Long-Distance for Provision of End Region

:.
'.
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Fiber.

The residentialfacilities, 'which is what is happening.

facilities in Oklahoma. Period. In Brooks' view, depending on

how you interpret the statute, but for purposes of section

271 (c) (1) (a) , Brooks does not believe that it is serving

residential customers in any manner relevant to Section

Mr. Kadieux, I would like to direct your attention to page

271(c) (1) (a), whether over its own facilities or over resold

not at any time served residential customers over its own

A Well, the statement is inaccurate, erroneous in at least

First of all, Brooks does not serve--has not; does not--has

A Can I have that in front of me again?

Q Can you explain to the Court whether that statement is

one if not two respects. Maybe it's three respects.

Q Sure.

true? Or just elaborate, based on your position with Brooks

in Subsection 271 (c) (1) (a) . "

and thus qualifies as a facilities-based competitor not only in

the ordinary sense but also under the narrow definition set out

business customers over its own facilities on January 15, 1997

have marked into the record .

InterLATA Services in Oklahoma. 1I It was. submitted as part of

the draft application by Southwestern Bell in this cause.

A II Brooks Fiber commenced serving both residential and

6 of this draft brief and ask you to read the sentence that I

~

•
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3 service to residential customers.

\1

\
I

And finally, the last point is the definition of Section

How many residential customers, which are your employees--

Four, total, in the state of Oklahoma.

feet of Brooks Fiber's existing network?

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT

A I have not had an opportunity to make an independent

evaluation o~ that and confirm the accuracy of that. I guess

residential lines and a substantially higher percentage of

A Absolutely not. Not at this point.

Q Is it true that 27 percent of Southwestern Bell's

as it relates to residential customers?

Q So you would not call yourself a facilities-based provider

Southwestern Bell's business lines in Tulsa are within 1,000

A Reselling Southwestern Bell's dial tone local exchange

currently is providing service to is on a resold basis?

Q And the four residential customers that Brooks Fiber

service. Yes.

A No .

service in Oklahoma?

"customers" that we have are all Brooks employees. We consider

271(C) (1) (a), and I won't go into the detail there, but

Q Is Brooks Fiber currently actively marketing residential

Q

them test customers. We have not made any general offering of

A

8

5

obviously we have a significantly different interpretation of

9 , that provision of the statute.

7
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what I would say is, I would hope that our network runs

somewhere in the vicinity of substantial numbers of Southwestern

Bell's customers, otherwise, we have done a pretty poor job of

network planning. But obviously, I have a much different

opinion as to what implications that has currently in terms of

competition.

Q If that is the case, would it be reasonable to think that

Brooks Fiber would currently be serving a much higher number of

residential business customers than they actually are?

A Well, the reason-- There are a couple' of reasons why we

are not.

THE COURT: I am going to ask you to just answer the

question. That was a yes or no. He didn't ask you the reason.

A Okay. Could you ask the question again?

Q I will rephrase it: Why is Brooks Fiber-- If this is the

case, that such a high percentage of Southwestern Bell's

residential lines and business lines are in such close proximity

to Brooks Fiber's existing network, why is Brooks Fiber not

serving a higher number of customers than that?

A There are at least four reasons that I can think of off the

top of my head. One, we just started our initiation of service

in any manner fairly recently. January.

Secondly, Brooks has never intended to be in the resale

business on any pervasive, broad sense. As a result of that,

our primary 'methods of accessin~ customers are either connecting

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT



bwm -66

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT

runs to our switch and from there is switched out either back to

Our main desire long term is to serve as many customers as

That is the

We are not serving customers

We are only serving a limited number of

to terminate with Southwestern Bell customers.

facilities-based business customers we have right now.

our customers or, more likely, over the Southwester Bell network

directly connecting them to our fiber. The transmission then

facilities based, in my opinion.

We also have other business' customers that are not

to our business customers; that is, directly connecting business

customers who are located in close proximity to our fiber loop,

business customers is a subpart of the service we are providing

business customers of a certain size to connect directly to the

we reasonably can by unbundled loops, but we don't have that

the use of unbundled loops.

locations as yet.

fiber ring.

Q Could you explain the facilities-based service that you a.re

customers off of our fiber ring because by the nature of the

currently providing to business customers?

described in my testimony because we have not completed the co-

A Well, the facilities-based service we are providing to

current availability right now.

customers directly to our fiber or connecting customers through

currently through use of unbundled loops for reasons that I

service, it is only economical for business customers and

.- ""...
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Attachment 3

Thomas C. 6ehnef
Senior TeIec:ommUrications AnaIy$t
Kansas Corpcx'ation Commission
1500 SW ArtOwhead Road
Topeka. Kansas 66604.4027

Re: KCC Staff Data Requests· Docket No. 97·SWBT-411~rr

Oear Mr. Behner:

Endosed please find 1tIe responses of BrooIaI. Fiber communications to Std's First
Set 01 Oata Requests in the aboY.refRnHlCad~ If you have 9lfY qu88Uons
concerning these responses, please feel to ccntact me at (314) 57~7.
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RlSPONSU OF BROOKS FIBER COUMWGCAt1ONS
TO KCC STAFF'S FIRST SET OF' D4TA REQUESTS

DOCKEr NO. 97-SWBT-411.car

I. 00you have an Int8lcDnnection agreement with SWBT.t<?

8'5'X!"!W: Bn:x*s has rwcentty S!gned a Resale Agreement and a separa1',
I~ Agreement~ to Kansas. The Resale Agrsememincocporates
bl/.....erenc:e a resale agreement wm:n was~ en1IIred into between SWBT and
FAST CoMedIons. Inr:.. and whld\ has preYiDuSly been approved by the Kansas
Corporation Oommissicn. The Resale Agreement was exec:ut8d by!he parries on
FebrUaJY 6. 1997 and mid with the CommfssiOn on February 11, 1997. It is pend1ng
Commission 8R)rovaIln OOc:kc!t No. 97-BFCC-4S8-1AT. l'h& Kansas Interconnection
Agreement was exacuted by the parties on FebruaIy 10. 1997 and Brooks anticipates
that the document wil be filed whh the Commission In the next several days.

II. Are you curtendy in negotfa!ion 'Nith SWBi-K for an lntefconnection Qgtgement?

ResponSe: No., nllgD1fations~ conc:luded Within the last two weeks. culminating If'
the lnterconnection Agreement described in me immediately pA!Ceding response.

III Is your.company currently~ focal exchange services in Kansas?

R!SE?9nse: No.

IV. Ate you CUl'1'1i!tltty advertising your local exchange service Offerings?

A: NO.

v. If the answerto ques1ion No. Illls YES:

A. To how many resldentfal c:ustDmeI'S are you amM\1IV pteVldfng IocBl exchange
seMce and the runber of lines in service for fhese customers?

B. To haw many business QJ$1OmeIS am you ament!y prOviding tocaJ exd1ange
seMce and the number of ines In servtoe for 1h8Se customl£S?

Resoonse: NDt~

1



c. What. other seMc:es are yCJJ pctMcIng to these customers o1tler than the access
line?

D. In wt1ich geagraphfr: areas i1 Kansas am these services being provided?

R9:!p2!!H: Net appUc;abte.

E. Are tMse seMces being provided via your own faaTlties. resold services,
unbundled elements or a combination?

BMOOnst: Not app6cable.

F. Ate you providing focal exchange service USing SWBT-I( fadJities in a manner
other than on the basis of your intetCClflneCUon agJeement? If so. please describe.

Response: Nat applicable.

G. If appUc;!ltlle, what are 1he average prr.wisioning interval. and maintenance times
forseMcee SWBT-K provides'?

Aesponse: NOt applieable.

P.04
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H. As ndaied to the pmYfsioning of local exchange seMce; please deserlbe the
fac:iWes in operation you have in SW8T-K certifted area inciuding the ~mber, type and
location of swtlches.

Response: Not applfeabfe.

I. PrcMdeo cfescIt;itIon and status of all c::ompIait'Q made to SWBT-K Of govemmental
authoritiee regarding access or ability to teSeI their services.

BfspOnst: Not appHcabfe.
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K. What poInts of interconnection with SWBT-K are available indudirag collocation?

Response: The Kansas lnteR:Ollnection AgrMmenl proYides that in MCh SWBT
e~e ara in which Brooks offers Iocat eJCh8nge service BrookS wII. at a. minimum.
inteteonneet its net'MKk facilities to each SW8T aceM8 tandem. and either (a) to facti
SwaT local tandem or (b) ead1 swsr end office subtending such tocaJ tandem•
Additional poinla or~cn~ be required for access to seMCIS such as
Directory AssiSt8nc:e, 0pera10t SefYtces. and 91 11E911 SeMce. See. 8ecUan BA1.
The agreernert pn:Mdlts that SW8T will make available to Brcoksvirtual collocaion
under1he same ~tes. tetrna. and concllfons as ccxdafr led k1 SWBT's interstate vi~aI

e~ Inlwcannection carttf. and wtJr maka phy$lcld coIIocItion avaiJabte. ••••under
the same~ and CQ'IdJIIorB avaBabfe to sfmlldy sitUal8d canters at1M tine or suCh
request.- see. 5ecdon 11.8.2. ancI3. see. 1Iso. Appendix "Nt...- (Netwoltc
1n1Brt:cmee:aan Uethod$)~ phySiCal ooIIocaUon uncIet the agreement. Ptrj$Ical
c:o£!OeaUon appIIeatrons are priced and processed by SWBT on an incIviduat case basis.
The agreement also makes availabfe·SONET~ Inten:onnect\On- as an option.
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J. Has SWBT responded in good fattn in all areas af your fnterconnecdon
Agreement? If not. please explain.

a.DOnS!: In Brook8" oplntcn. SWBT respondeQ in good f41Ith in th& process of
NfiIOIiatiI~ the~ Agreemet'* fOt Kansas. it Ihoutd be noted. however.
that U1eAI Mt~ clffareftC881n apnon betWMn BmoIcs and swar reganing
wheItW various ..... I8tm$ and carditblS ccntaInad in the lnterconneaion AgrMm8C1t
8J8 cal5ii1ent wIh the substar'ltive standm'ds ccnIaIned In S8dIon 251 and saetiDn 252
Cd) of the At:t. In~ the Intareennedlon Agreement. Brooks acknowfedoes 0C'IJy
ttl8t It siidisfies the Seetton 2S2 (e) standards for neg«fated (rd'\er 1J'tan arbitrated)
inteec:onnectlcn~nts.

Brooks would ;lisa state that because tne Kansas Interconnection Agreement was orty
signed vert recenuy. Its experience ~aR8ngimpIernentalfon of this particular
agreement is limited. l1le one area In~ Brooks dOes have some eJq)8rience
regarding intere:emeetiOn implementation issues retated to its Kansas n8tWOd< is in the
area of ccnocauon. since Brooks $Ubmitted (and SWBT accepted fer processing)
appacasions for physical CCIIocaticns atvadous SWBT central offIoes in the Kansas City
area prior to exBCUtion of the Kansas Intercel.,ecticn Agraement. write deployment at
those c:oaoc:ations Is sUI In progress. Stocks can stale gennJJy 1hat there aRt
significant dit!erences in opinion between Btcoks and SWBT conceal in; the
reuonablenel!lS of 1he ooUocaticn prices quoted by SWBT. and regarding 1be
processinQ lima trames Issociated with making colJocatfon $paces available. Breaks
beiieves that1hecotkx:ation prices are excessive. and that Ihe time frames required by
SWBT topf0C8SS BrookS· ccUoca!lon applJailUons have bMn unreasonably long.

P.B5
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L. Has SwaT-K pl'Ollided the foBowfng &0 yourcompany fn aa:ordanQa with the
TefecommunlcatJQns Aaof 19961 If not. pleue explU1:

1. interconnedton

2. access to netwodc elements

3. a.c:cl8S8 to 1he poles. ducts. condutts. and rig~-way owned or controUed by
SWST'-K

4. access to 911 and 5911.

~. di~oryasststance

6. operator caD completion

1. white pages diredoIy flStIngs

S. telephOne numbers for assignment

9. access to cfafabasM and associated signaRing~ for eau routing and
compfetlon

10. numbet C)O(tabiIi\y

t 1. seMCCS or infonnatlcn necessary to Implement toeaI dialing parity

12. reciprocal compensation arrangements

Response: The Kan;a$ anterconnectIOn Agteement pnMdes for each of the above
identified items. Becarase Btook$ and SWBT have only nacenay exaaDd the Kansas
Inf4M::Onnedfon~ swsr is nofyet aetualy pmvjdIng arf/ of U1e abOVe-Rsted
itemS to BI'OCk8. Further.. BrookS camet confirm that~e ...... tenns and ca'ldition$
sped1Ied in the sgrwement 8t& consiStent with subst3nlive stancsaIds of~ona 25'
.-d 2S2 (d) of the A4. ThIs resetvalion Inch.ldes.. but is natnecessarUy limited to. the
rates QClI itablld in the agreement for MCh of \h•• Items. In 1M process of negotIaUons
f«tis agreement. Brooks dld not have access to SWBT's cost s1Udies. and BrDQIcs
madeno aaeament of wnett1ec' SUCh rates are cenai*nt witI'l the pdcIng standard
contained in sectD'\ 252 (d). Norwas suct\ an 8Ya&uatIan required as part of Brooks'
negotiations witl SWST, since compIanc:e wUh h sub...s1andard of Section 2S1
is nat reqtirM undet tf\e Ad. for negotiated agreemfltdS;~. onty the more limited
standarcfs ofSecticn 2S2 (e) aN appllClible to sUCh agreemBn1s.. Until a COI\"Ipt9hensfve
invedgatfon of $WBrs costs of~ unbundled network elements. tne
avoided cost associatad WIIh resale. and'other items n:IaIed to iltes=r.."1ediCl' is
ccmpIeted by the Commission. Brooks is without a basis for detetmtring Whether
SWBT's rues are comiStent Wi1tI the Section 251 s1andard.

-.'.

.~

~

i
I
J
I

I

i

-
I
I

I

,
I
I

~

I
I
I
I



.,
•
Ii

•••

P.0?

VI. Ifyou are aw&r8 that SWBT-K is cumantly preNid~ the eIemen1s C:escribecl in L. 1.
12 abOve to CI1et companr., please provide company nama.

A!8QOP5!: Brooks has no knowtedge tegaJ'dk19 whetn8t SWST 1$ CWTenlfy providing
such itemS to other cotnpaniee in Kansa$•

vu. If the answer to quesGon nlls NO; i-fas yourcompany announced plans or
detam*led when you 'Wi' c:&r these selVfces?

R!lRCnse: Broob Il1tIcfpItes an initial offel1ng of a limited runber of services 
througtl resale of SWBTseMceI- by April. 1e$7, and anddpates expansion to a
broader array of leMees within severaJ monthS thenJafter.

VIII. Are you e:utr8fttty eJq:land"mg or constructing your own faciUties? Itso, pleasa
describe and when v.iI these projects be completed?

Bespqnst: Brccks Is eonswCting two connecdng tibet OptiC rings In downtown Kansas
City. Missouri. and a 52 RM8 .... 0U1Br tiber opttc ring wht:h extends across £he state
boundary. AppcoxImateIy 20 mles of d1i5 outermg will be ioca2ld in Kansas.. Brooks
will alSO coUocaIa in a number« SWBT central offtces, prtmarIy through physical
colocadon, an both sides of !he S'ate boundarY. BrDaIcs is deploying a t.ucent SESS
digltIJ swtteh _ a host switch for Its Kansas Qty network. and wiI be deQl0'Jin9 remote
swib::hes III a number of the phySical ccIIocatioc'-.. Brooks expeds tt1e cx;11foca1fons to
begin to become cpet;I!iana1 within CYel'the nextsevtlll mO&ltIs. The dawnb:Mn
~Oily. MissOult mgs are expected to be c:cmpIetec11n the very near futUre. 'Ille
host switch is expected to be operational within several mand'l$. and the enttre network
IS expected to be fully operdonal by 8I'ProJdmateIy mId-1997. Braoks~ to
pnwfde seMce pm,arfIy by leasing SWBT unbUndled Ioope and ccnneClfng Ihem to
Brooks' netwofk.

cc.. Does your company have a Fnsnch1s8 Agreement to OI:lerateln IllY of the dUes In
which you am S8M'1g or wtsh to seNe?

Response: V8&, Bmoka haaa ftanctise in l8awaod. Additianally, BrOOks cu.nantIy has
permhl allowing tor initiaJ JnstaJIation of faciDIIes In I1e folowing Kansas cities: Overtard
ParSc. Lenexa. Mentatn. Prairie VIllage. Olathe. Mssion. Roeland Parle. Fairway. .
Westwood, Westwood Hils. and Mission WOOds..

5



.......
-•••••••• ATTACHMENT 4



I

F!PR:l;D8 I
9 !..

II10 COURT CLERK'S OFFiCE· OKeI:

Ii CORPORATION COMMISSION
11 I: OF OKLAHOMA

Ii

ii
12 Ii
13

7

6

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT

NO.

Attachment 4

)CAUSE PUD
)970000064
)
)
)
)

OFFICIAL REPORTER:

LYNETTE H. WRANY, C.S.R•

BEFORE THE CORPORATION COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOl1A

, i
I

2 \1

!I APPLICATION OF ERNEST G. JOHNSON,
3 I DIRE~TOR OF THE PUBLIC UTILITY

i: DIVISION, OKLAHOMA CORPORATION
4 Ii COMMISSION TO EXPLORE THE

REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION 271 OF
5 THE TELECOMMUNCATIONS ACT OF 1996

I TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS
14 I

II APRIL 23, 1997
15 II

'.. ~ I'
16' I
17 I
18 r

19

20

21 I
'i

22

23

24

25....

••-.
•••••••
rt..
~

•--•
II
-



•..

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT

2

3

7
29

73
79
81
86

168

169

109

89
96

100

122
128
147
154

TABLE OF CONTENTS

AND STATEMENT OF CAUSE

Ratcliffe
Powell
Duff
Battershell

Mr.
Ms.
Ms.
Mr.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

TABLE OF CONTENTS

ARGUMENTS l. OF COUNSEL
Mr. ~oppins (SWBT)
Ms. LaValle (AT&T)

"
7

9

8

5

6

II

1 Ii lW-)

2 I
3 il

Ii
;I APPEARANCES

4 •

12

INQUIRY OF WITNESS CADIEUX

14 IARGUMENTS-OF COUNSEL (Cont.)
Ms. Johns (Cox)
Mr. Moon (AG)
Mr. ~ray (Staff)
Mr. Toppins (SWBT) Rebuttal

15.

10 I
Ii
II' ARGUMENTS: OF COUNSEL (Cont.)

11 Ms. Jenkins (Sprint)
Mr. Morris (MCI)
Mr. Gist (Brooks)

I

13

16

17

CAUSE RECESSED
18

REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE
19 ~"

20

21

22

23

24

25

t·

.'.:

.-.
••••••
III

.., .

III
III ~

•
q

~ ','

~.--

-


